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will be able to reject the invitation of the Czar, 
strongly supported as it has been by public senti- 
ment and by the official acceptance of so many 
heads of state. Any government doing so would 
put itself under the ban of the whole civilized world, 
and by its rejection would virtually declare that it 
prefers to live under the curse of militarism rather 
than move with others to a new plane of greater free- 
dom and less burden. If France should allow the 
question of Alsace-Lorraine to keep her out of the 
Conference, which we do not believe she will do, she 
would find herself at the close of its deliberations 
much farther from any hope of getting the two prov- 
inces back than she is to-day. 

There are doubtless great difficulties in the way 
of such a Conference reaching results of any practi- 
cal value ; but there are still more difficulties in the 
way of its proving a failure. We feel sure, then, 
that we have in sight a Conference of the powers of 
both hemispheres, momentous in the interests which 
it will have in hand beyond any gathering that has 
ever met since historic time began. It is practically 
certain that when the Conference meets it will find 
itself inevitably confronted with the whole question of 
a general international arbitration treaty providing for 
a permanent tribunal for the settlement of internation- 
al differences. This question is so closely connected 
with that of reduction of armaments that it will be 
difficult to treat the one without the other. But of 
this we do not care to prophecy. If the Conference 
meets, which we confidently expect, it will solve its 
own problems, in the providence of God. 

One thing greatly disturbs us. It ought to disturb 
every true American. This is the plan to have the 
standing army of the United States increased by act 
of Congress next winter to one hundred thousand 
men. With the Conference of the powers in pros- 
pect and already approved by President McKinley's 
action, such a proceeding on the part of this coun- 
try seems utterly contradictory and absurd. The 
plea is that the increase in the army is needed for 
garrison duty. But when the Spanish troops are 
gone from Porto Rico and Cuba, all the troops need- 
ed in those islands will be a few regiments as sym- 
bols of power. Straight-forward proceeding on the 
part of the government in the establishment of order 
in Cuba will prevent the necessity of considerable 
bodies of troops. Those needed can be spared from 
the regular army as it existed before the recent war. 



There is little need for them longer on the Indian 
borders. The same is true of the Philippines. If 
large bodies of troops are sent there and also posted 
at Honolulu, trouble is much more sure to arise than 
if only small bodies are sent merely as symbols of au- 
thority. Honorable, disinterested dealing with both 
the natives and the foreigners will work much better 
results than the presence of an army fifty thousand 
strong — even if the government commits the tre- 
mendous blunder of retaining the island of Luzon — 
which may God forbid even at the eleventh hour. 



War and God. 

The two'words look strange together, as strange 
as if you should set down Satan and peace side by 
side, and try to make them seem akin. The ideas 
behind them are so antagonistic that curious apolo- 
gies are resorted to to make them seem compatible. 
God is fashioned, or refashioned, after men's own 
likeness, clothed with their characteristics, given 
their ideas and purposes, filled with their feelings, 
and then set out to work their will. This is always 
the case when men mix God up with war. The war 
as they make it is just. Their cause is his cause. 
He is on their side. They pray that he may aid and 
protect them ; that their heads may be covered in the 
day of battle ; that their enemies may be beaten 
down and destroyed. Nobody ever heard of minis- 
ters in the pulpit — war ministers we mean — or chap- 
lains in armies praying that God would cover the 
heads of the enemy in the day of battle, that he 
would feed and clothe and shield the poor soldiers 
in the opposing lines. Te Deums are never sung 
when defeats come and the enemy triumphs. 

The God who is thus manufactured, or metamor- 
phosed, for war purposes, is not the God who is 
preached in time of peace, as the Father of all, not 
the God of the missionary, not the " Father of our 
Lord Jesus Christ " who died for all men, who came 
" not to destroy men's lives but to save them," not 
the God of self-sacrifice and forgiveness, but a beino 1 
of selfish vindictiveness. A mere look between the 
lids of the New Testament is enough to convince one 
that the God there revealed has no likeness to this 
God selfishly improvised for the purposes of victory 
in war. Indeed, men rarely try to get support for 
their war-God out of the New Testament, where 
God is always the God of love and peace. They 
fly to the Old Testament, to a time and a literature 
from which they would never dream of drawing 
their models for family morality, or church institu- 
tions, or political systems. When they wish to 
uphold war, they argue that God never changes ; in 
all other respects they declare that change is the law 
of his revelation, that the new and more complete 
forever supersedes the old and partial. Their God 
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is to-day a Christian ; tomorrow, when somebody is 
to be killed, he is a barbarian of four thousand 
years ago, watching over the fight, rejoicing in their 
victory, clapping his hands and shouting with glee 
when a shot goes straight to an enemy's breast or a 
shell destroys his ship ; enthroning himself after the 
battle to be glorified by hands dripping with the 
blood of fellowmen. How this God differs essen- 
tially from the old time Mars of the heathen it would 
be hard to tell. 

To try to glorify one's war by bringing God into 
it, making him responsible for it,, having him give 
aid in it and receive honor for it if victory comes, is 
an old trick, which with sensible people ought to 
have been worn out long ago. Unfortunately, it is 
resorted to in every fresh war, as if it were bran 
new. No sooner had the recent war broken out 
than many people in this country began to be ner- 
vously anxious that God should aid us against Spain. 
No matter what wickedness of the jingoes, the job- 
seeking politicians and the yellow journals had 
brought on an unnecessary war, God would certain- 
ly aid us against the wily, crafty, sixteenth-century 
Dons, because our cause was forsooth the liberation 
of the oppressed, having nothing of self-seeking in 
it ! Ministers prayed for victory, for the protection 
of our soldiers and sailors from the guns of the 
Spaniards, from disease and pestilence. Did it not 
occur to these quaking souls how ridiculous it was 
that a great, rich, powerful nation of seventy mill- 
ions should need the special help of an Almighty 
God to whip a little, poverty-stricken, exhausted 
nation of seventeen millions ? The little girl who, 
being taken to task by her mother for omitting to 
pray for the army and navy, replied that she had 
left them out because they were quite able to take 
care of themselves, reasoned better than these quak- 
ing parsons. On the other side of the sea the Span- 
ish were praying for success against the "Yankee 
pigs " who were breaking greedily into their posses- 
sions. Which were the more sensible prayers, or 
rather the more senseless ? 

As soon as victories began to come, men said that 
that was a signal proof that the Lord was on our side. 
The victory at Manila was so " marvellous," so 
unparalleled in history ! Surely it was God who di- 
rected the shells and destroyed the eleven Spanish 
vessels ! And produced all the horrible scenes on 
these ships and delighted in them? No matter how 
poor the Spanish ships and gunners, nor how trained 
and scientific the work on the American vessels, 
God had to be lugged in ! The victory was 
" miraculous," it was His doing ! Intellectual and 
moral inanity can go no further. Why not have 
followed the matter out to its logical conclusion, and, 
instead of honoring Dewey, as everybody was wild- 
ly doing, have made the Lord himself the recipient 
of the honors and had his great name posted in all 



conspicuous places ! The fact is that God was 
brought into the melee by people, simply to cover 
with apparent righteousness a bloody and awful 
spectacle. Such trifling with the Divine Name 
would be the height of blasphemy, if it were not 
done so ignorantly and unconsciously. 

After the destruction of Cervera's fleet, chaplains 
of ships discoursed eloquently of God having shown 
his providential hand in the war. One captain called 
his men together, while the Spaniards in the blasted 
ship near by were still roasting, shrieking with pain, 
dying of the ghastly wounds which his guns had just 
made, and had his men bare their heads while he 
confessed in very general terms that he believed in 
God the Father Almighty. Did Captain Philip 
mean to say amid those awful surroundings, pro- 
duced by himself and his men, that God had been 
directly helping them in the bloody horrors, and that 
He was pleased at what He saw before Him? He 
did not say this. . We do not believe that he ever 
thought it, consciously. But it was necessary to 
make what his conscience revolted at seem good. 

But if God was in these naval battles and "pro- 
tected the officers and crews " of the ships, so that 
scarcely a man was killed, why did he not protect 
the men before Santiago ? Why did he not shield their 
heads and' breasts from the deadly Mauser bullets? 
They were fighting for the same cause, against the 
same kind of Spaniards, on the very soil which God 
had sent us to deliver. Why did God not keep 
back the yellow fever, typhoid, dysentery, and all 
the other diseases from which so many of the brave 
boys died and are still dying ? If he kept the tropi- 
cal storms from falling upon the ships, why did he 
not shut up in the heavens the drenching rains ? We 
have not seen a hint that God's hand sent these things 
to strike down the Americans, as he was said to 
have directed the shells which crushed the Spanish 
ships and sent "unnumbered souls to Hades." 
Nor have we seen it hinted that God had been 
pleased in his mercy to give the nation an incompe- 
tent Secretary of War, and brainless subordinates, 
and dishonest army contractors, and that he had fed 
the poor soldiers on worm-eaten food and rancid 
bacon " sent from heaven," and kept them in foul 
and unhealthy camps. We have not heard the sug- 
gestion that the men who sickened and died so mis- 
erably under the tropical sun or in stifling cattle- 
ships were "sinners above all men" and therefore 
appointed by the Almighty to such a wretched fate. 
The ordinary course of nature, without any miracle, 
is supposed to have been sufficient to accomplish 
these disasters. According to these interpreters of 
the-Divine providence God was miraculously present 
when there were victories and lives were spared, 
but they have left him conspicuously out whenever 
mismanagement and disaster have come. The blame 
for calamities, so far as charged at all, has been 
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heaped upon poor Alger and other mortals. In Spain 
the course of thought has been the same. Calami- 
ties have come from men ; but if success had at- 
tended the Spanish arms, if they had destroyed 
American fleets and defeated American armies, Te 
Deums would have resounded in all the churches 
and cathedrals. 

We are not irreverent. We believe profoundly 
in God's providence. We believe in his perpetual 
interests in the affairs of men, bad as well as good. 
Not a soldier falls in any battle, not a ship is sunk 
in any sea, not a battle cruel and bloody is fought 
anywhere, without his notice. He is forever seek- 
ing to promote human good, and does promote it 
wherever and so far as men will let him or cooperate 
with him ; often in spite of them. He makes good 
seemingly come out of evil, though in reality it al- 
ways comes out of himself. But that interpretation 
of God's providence and interposition which makes 
him take sides directly in battle, with its cruelties 
and horrors and sufferings, like selfish, glory-seek- 
ing, vindictive mortals, upholding "our side" and 
ruthlessly crushing the enemy, is unworthy of any 
sane mind ; it is outrageous ; it is blasphemous. It 
is as complete a denial of God as he is fully revealed 
to us in Jesus Christ as it is possible to conceive. 
It degrades his character to the lowest level of pas- 
sion, and makes him unworthy of respect, to say 
nothing of worship and love. 



Government and Force. 

On another page, under "Correspondence," we pub- 
lish a letter from Dr. J. C. Barnes of Hindsboro, 
Illinois, in which is found some pretty vigorous and 
independent thinking, whatever may be thought of the 
soundness of some of its conclusions or premises. 
The question which he discusses, with such evident 
purpose to do his duty after finding it, — the question 
of coercive government in its relation to individual 
freedom and rights, — is confessedly one of the most 
difficult in the whole range of morals. Everybody 
who thinks at all thinks upon it, and must think up- 
on it. We have space for only a brief consideration 
of the. subject in its fundamental aspects. 

The theory that government is founded on force, 
or on a principle which involves the use of force as a 
necessary adjunct of its administration, seems to us 
to be radically defective. If this theory be true, 
then either war with all its immoralities and inhu- 
manities must be accepted as right under possible 
contingencies, or government itself must be rejected 
as essentially wrong. This latter position Mr. 
Barnes, in his moral rejection of war, seems to take. 
But a man who takes this position cannot consis- 
tently hold property titles of any kind under the 
government, nor pay taxes, nor vote, nor make any 
even moral efforts to support government laws of 



any kind, nor use money regulated by government. 
In the present organization of society, such a man, 
if loyal to his principles, would become at once an 
object of charity and live only so long as others fed 
and clothed him. It is doubtful if he could conscien- 
tiously even accept food and clothing from those 
living under government regulations. Few good 
people would be willing to carry their " anarchism," 
their opposition to government that is, to these logical 
consequences. Such persons live necessarily with 
more or less inconsistency ; against their wish, to be 
sure. On the other hand, a considerable number of 
persons, who accept the position that government is 
legitimate but that it is founded in force or necessarily 
involves the use of force, reject war as always 
wrong. Their moral nature revolts against it, 
though the acceptance of it as legitimate necessarily 
follows from their premises. They too live in real 
inconsistency, puzzled often to know how to make 
their consciences and their heads harmonize. 

Government is founded in the necessities of order- 
ly, harmonious cooperation of groups of individuals 
for the accomplishments of ends not attainable by 
individual effort. Wherever two men cooperate in 
the performance of a task, government in its essen- 
tial nature begins, one taking the lead and direct- 
ing, or first one and then the other doing this. As 
the groups of cooperating 4 individuals grow larger and 
their mutual enterprises more complex, the necessity 
of guidance, direction, leadership becomes more im- 
perative. In the movements of small groups the 
government of the body, which inheres fundamentally 
and always in the body itself, works itself out nearly 
instinctively with little or no organization, but in larg r 
er groups spreading over extended territories organ- 
ization of the direction and guidance, of the planning 
and collective execution, becomes necessary. Thus 
develop town, county, state and national organized 
governments , for the creation and maintenance of 
public roads, the determination of the mutual rela- 
tions of property, the promotion of education, the 
care of the needy, the conveyance of mails, etc., etc. 

This we believe to be the true origin and necessity 
of government. It is clear therefore that govern- 
ments would have existed, if there had never been 
any tyrants or usurpers, or any wicked men to be 
restrained, and that they will continue to exist after 
all the abuses of the heads of states cease and all 
men become possessed of love and goodwill, and the 
use of force becomes unknown. 

On this theory ot government, men who oppose 
war, or any other evil which the constituted authori- 
ties enter into, can nevertheless consistently take 
part in the support of the government in the perfor- 
mance of its legitimate functions. Indeed, they are 
under the most solemn obligation, as members of 
the cooperating body of citizens, to do so. Abuse 
and perversion of its functions does not vitiate 



